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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the application filed on 05 March 2002. 

2. Claims 1-48 are presented for examination. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 1 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

4. Claim 15 recites that, "The system as recited i n claim 15 ,...". Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Mendez 
et al. U.S. patent # 6,023,708. 

7. As to claim 1 , Mendez, System And Method For Using A Global Translator To 
Synchronize Workspace Elements Across A Network, teaches substantially the 
invention as claimed, including a system comprising: 

a server (Fig. 1, A Global Server 106) configured to store documents in one or more 
server formats each supported by one or more applications of the server, wherein the 
documents are available to one or more devices via a network (Internet)] 
a small device (Fig. 1, A Remote Terminal 102) configured to couple to the server; 
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wherein the server is further configured to plug a converter module (Fig. 1, A 
Global Translator 122) into a framework configured to accept one or more pluggable 
modules; 

wherein the converter module (Fig. 1, A Global Translator 122) is configured to 
generate a document in a small device format from one of the documents in one of the 
one or more server formats; and 

wherein the server is further configured to provide the document in the small 
device format to the small device (Fig. 1, col. 1, line 59 - col. 2, line 40; col. 3, line 66 - 
col. 4, line 67). 

8. As to claim 2, Mendez discloses, wherein the server formats include office 
document formats (col. 3, line 15-20, MS Word document). 

9. As to claim 3, Mendez discloses, wherein, to generate a document in one of the 
one or more small device formats, the converter module is further configured to exclude 
one or more format features of the document in the server format from the document in 
the small device format (the format B in the terminal 102 is different from the format A in 
the Global Server, col. 3, lines 42-56). 

10. As to claim 4, Mendez discloses, wherein the converter module is further is 
configured to: receive a modified version of the document in the small device format 
from the small device (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67)\ and 

generate a modified version of the document in the server format from the 
modified version of the document in the small device format (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4 } line 
67). 
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11. As to claim 5, Mendez discloses, wherein, to generate a modified version of the 
document in the server format from the modified version of the document in the small 
device format, the converter module is further configured to restore one or more format 
features of the document in the server format excluded from the document in the small 
device format (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67). 

12. As to claim 6, Mendez discloses, wherein the server is further configured to plug 
a merger module into the framework (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 
8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 35); and 

wherein the merger module is configured to merge the modified version of the 
document in the server format with the document in the server format to generate a 
synchronized version of the document in the server format (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 
67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 35). 

13. As to claim 7, Mendez discloses, wherein the server is further configured to plug 
a differencing module (changes module) into the framework, and wherein the 
differencing module is configured to: determine differences between the modified 
version of the document in the server format and the document in the server format; and 
provide the determined differences to the merger module, wherein each determined 
difference indicates changed content of the modified version of the document in the 
server format (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 
49 -col. 10, line 35). 

14. As to claim 8, Mendez discloses, wherein, for each of the determined differences, 
the merger module is further configured to merge corresponding changed content of the 
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modified version of the document in the server format with the document in the server 
format (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 
10, line 35). 

15. As to claim 9, Mendez discloses, wherein the server is further configured to: 
receive a modified version of the document in the small device format from the small 
device (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 
10, line 35); 

plug a merger module into the framework (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 
-col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 35); 

plug a differencing module into the framework (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 
33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 35); 

generate a version of the document in an interim format from the document in the server 
format (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 
10, line 35); 

wherein the converter module is further configured to generate a modified version of the 
document in the interim format from the modified version of the document in the small 
device format (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 
49 -col. 10, line 35); 

wherein the differencing module is configured to determine differences between 
the modified version of the document in the interim format and the version of the 
document in the interim format, wherein each determined difference indicates changed 
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content of the modified version of the document in the interim format (col. 3, line 42 - 
col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 35); 

wherein, for each of the determined differences, the merger module is further 
configured to merge corresponding changed content of the modified version of the 
document in the interim format with the version of the document in the interim format to 
generate a synchronized version of the document in the interim format (col. 3, line 42 - 
col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 35). 

16. As to claim 10, Mendez discloses, wherein the server is further configured to 
generate a synchronized version of the document in the server format from the 
synchronized version of the document in the interim format (col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 
67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 35). 

1 7. As to claim 1 1 , Mendez discloses, wherein the server is further configured to: 
unplug the converter module from the framework; plug a different converter module into 
the framework (the global server maintains the different workspace elements and the 
global translator 122 can convert the different formats for different workspace elements, 
col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 
35). 

18. As to claim 12, Mendez discloses, wherein the different converter module is 
configured to: generate documents in a different one of the one or more small device 
formats from documents in a different one of the one or more server formats; and 
generate modified versions of documents in the different server format from modified 
versions of documents in the different small device format (the global server maintains 
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the different workspace elements and the global translator 122 can convert the different 
formats for different workspace elements, col. 3, line 42 - col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 
-col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 35). 

19. As to claim 13, Mendez discloses, wherein the server is further configured to plug 
a merger module into the framework, wherein the merger module is configured to merge 
modified versions of documents in the server format with corresponding original 
versions of the documents in the server format to generate synchronized versions of the 
documents in the server format (the synchronization module 425 determine that multiple 
versions have been modified and merges the two versions effectively, col. 7, line 33 - 
col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 35). 

20. As to claim 14, Mendez discloses, wherein the server is further configured to plug 
a differencing module into the framework, wherein the differencing module is configured 
to determine differences (changes) between modified versions of documents in the 
server format and corresponding original versions of the documents in the server format 
(col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 35). 

21 . As to claim 1 5, Mendez discloses, wherein the server comprises a converter 
factory configured to generate the converter module, the merger module and the 
differencing module for plugging into the framework (Fig. 1, item 106; col. 3, line 42- 
col. 4, line 67; col. 7, line 33 -col. 8, line 46; col. 9, line 49 - col. 10, line 35). 

22. Claim 16 is corresponding apparatus claim of claim 1 ; therefore, it is rejected 
under the same rationale as in claim 1 . 
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23. Claims 17-24 are similar limitations of claims 3-10; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 3-10. 

24. Claim 25 is similar limitations of claims 11,12; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 11, 12. 

25. Claims 26-28 are similar limitations of claims 1 3-1 5; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 13-15. 

26. Claim 29 is corresponding method claim of claims 1 , 3; therefore, it is rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 1 , 3. 

27. Claim 30 is similar limitations of claims 4, 5; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 4, 5. 

28. Claims 31-32 are similar limitations of claims 6-7; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 6-7. 

29. Claims 33-34 are similar limitations of claims 9-10; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 9-10. 

30. Claim 35 is similar limitations of claims 9, 7; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 9, 7. 

31 . Claim 36 is similar limitation of claim 10; therefore, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as in claim 10. 

32. Claims 37-38 are similar limitations of claims 12-13; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 12-13. 

33. Claim 39 is similar limitations of claims 11,12; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 11,12. 
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34. Claim 40 is similar limitations of claim 9; therefore, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as in claim 9. 

35. Claim 41 is similar limitations of claim 1 3; therefore, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as in claim 13. 

36. Claim 42 is corresponding article of manufacture claim of claims 1 , 3; therefore, it 
is rejected under the same rationale as in claims 1 , 3. 

37. Claim 43 is similar limitations of claims 4, 5; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 4, 5. 

38. Claim 44 is similar limitations of claim 7; therefore, it is rejected under the same 
rationale as in claim 7. 

39. Claim 45 is similar limitations of claims 9, 10; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claim 9, 10. 

40. Claim 46 is similar limitations of claims 12, 11; therefore, it is rejected under the 
same rationale as in claims 10, 11. 

41. Claims 47, 48 are similar limitations of claims 12, 13; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rationale as in claims 12, 13. 

42. Further references of interest are cited on Form PTO-892, which is an 
attachment to this action. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hai V. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3901. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:00-3:30 Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 
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